APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

D Revised 4/99 CEZ_ 0 7

IVMIPORTANT: Please consuit the “Instructions for Completing the Project Application™ for assistance in
completion of this form.

.

SUBDIVISION:_Hamilton County CODE#_061-_00061

DISTRICT NUMBER:_2 COUNTY: Hamilton DATE_09 / 01 /99

CONTACT:__Ted Hubbard PHONE # ( 513) _946 - 4268

{THIE PROJECT CONTACT PERSON SHOULD BE THE INDIVIDUAL WHD WILL BE AVAILABLE ON A DAY-TO-DAY BASISDURING THE APPLICATION REVIEW AND
SELECTION PROCESS AND WHO CAN BEST ANSWER OR COORDINATE THE RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS)

FAX (513) 946-4288 E-MAIL ted.hubbard@engineer.hamilton-co.org

PROJECT NAME: HARRISON/RYBOLT INFTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT

SUBDIVISION TYPE FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED PROJECT TYPE

{Chack only 1) [Check All Requestad 8 Enter Amount) (Check Largest Campanant)

X 1. County X 1. Grant §563.500.00 X 1 Road

__2. City _ 2. Loan § __2. Bridge/Culvert

__ 3. Township __3. Loan Assistance § __3. Water Supply

_ 4. Village __+ Wastewater

__5. Water/Sanitary District __5. Solid Waste
(Section 6119 Q.R.C.) __ 6. Stormwater

TOTAL PROJECT COST: $ 805.000.00 FUNDING REQUESTED: 5_563.300.00

DISTRICT RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY

GRANT:S 3 ¢ 631, 500 LOAN ASSISTANCE:S
SCIP LOAN: § RATE: % TERM: VIS,
RLP LOAN: § RATE: % TERM: VIS

{Check only 1)
___ State Capital Improvement Program ___Small Government Program
_KLm:al Transportation Improvements Program

FOR OPWC USE ONLY

PROJECT NUMBER: C /C APPROVED FUNDING: §

Local Participation % Loan Interest Rate: %o
OPWC Participation %o Loan Term: years
Project Release Date: _ [ [/ Maturity Date:

OPWC Approval: Date Approved: __ /[

SCIP Loan RLP Loan



.

1.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

N
(]

1.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS:

(Round to Nearest Dollar)
a) Basic Engineering Services:

Preliminary Design
Final Design
Bidding
Construction Phase

[ R ]

Additional! Engineering Services
*Identify services and costs helow.

b.) Acquisition Expenses:
Land and/or Right-of-Way

c.) Construction Costs:
d.) Equipment Purchased Directly:
e) Permits, Advertising, Legal:
{Or Interest Costs for Loan Assistance

Applications Only)

f) Construction Contingencies:

g.) TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS:

*List Additional Engineering Services here:
Service:

.00
. 00
.00
. 00

Cost:

FORCE ACCOUNT
TOTAL DOLLARS DOLLARS

3 .00

5 .00
b .00
3 805.000.010
S 00
3 .00
5 .00
3 805.000.00




d.)

e)

1.3

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

(Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

Local In-Kind Contributions
Local Revenues

Other Public Revenues
OoDOT

Rural Development
OEPA

OWDA

CDBG

OTHER

SUBTOTAL LOCAL RESOURCES:

OPWC Funds

1. Grant

2. Loan

3. Loan Assistance

SUBTOTAL OPWC RESOURCES:

TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS:

DOLLARS

s .00

=]

241,500.00

.00
00
00
0
.00
.00
00

= e = R e I R )

b 241,500.00

§ 563.500.00
s .00
s .00

§ 363,500.00

$ 805.000.00

Attach a statement signed by the Chief Financial Officer listed in section 5.2 certifying all local
share funds required for the project will be available on or hefore the earliest date listed in the

Project Schedule section.

ODOT PID# Sale Date:

STATUS: (Check one)
Traditional

Local Planning Agency (LPA)
State Infrastructure Bank

l =
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2.0

2.1

2.2

2.3

PROJECT INFORMATION

If project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consolidated in this section,

PROJECT NAME: HARRISON/RYBOLT INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through C):
A: SPECIFIC LOCATION:

The project is located in Green Township at the intersection of Harrison Pike and
Rybolt Road. The construction limits are as follows:

From the intersection of Harrison Pike and Rybolt Road to a point 670 feet
southwest of the intersection (see attached location map).

PROJECT ZIP CODE: 45247
B: PROJECT COMPONENTS:

1.) Remaove existing asphalt pavement and base

2.) Widen to allow for an additional right turn lane from Rybolt to Harrison, allowing right
turn movement from two lanes

3.) Install storm sewer system

4)) Install concrete pavement, and bring lane widths to current standards

5.) Pavement striping
6.) Grading, seeding and muiching as necessary
7.) Water works items as needed

C: PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS / CHARACTERISTICS:

This project is 670 feet in length, with a varying width of between 24 to 36 feet.

D: DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

Detail current service capacity vs. propesed service level.
Road or Bridee: Current ADT _37.573 Year: _199% Projected ADT: Year:

Water/Wastewater: Based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallons per household, attach current raie
ordinance. Current Residential Riate: § Proposed Rate: §

Stormwater: Number of households served:

USEFUL LIFE / COST ESTIMATE: Project Useful Life: _25  Years.

Attach Registered Professional Engineer's statement, with original seal and signature confirming
the project's useful life indicated above and estimated cost.

4



3.0 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT 3_805,000.00

i
P

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION 5_0.00
4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE: *
BEGIN DATE END DATE
4.1  Engineering/Design: 01/02/97 08/31/98
4.2  Bid Advertisement and Award: 11/13/00 12/15/00
4.3 Construction: 03/15/01 10/30/01
4.4  Right-of-Way/Land Acquisition: 01/01/00 11/30/00

* Failure to meet project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved projects, Modification of dates
must be requested in writing by the CEO of record and approved by the commission once the Project Agreement has been
executed. The project schedule should be planned around receiving a Project Agreement on or about July 1st.

5.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION:
51 CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER William W. Brayshaw
TITLE Hamilton County Engineer
STREET 138 E._Court Street
Room 700. CAB
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati. OH 45202
PHONE (513).946 - 4287
FAX (513).946 - 4288
E-MAIL william. brayshaw(@engineer hamilton-co.org
5.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER Dusty Rhodes
TITLE Hamilton County Auditor
STREET 138 East Court Street
Room 304. CAB
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, QH 45202
PHONE (513)946 - 4045
FAX (313) 946 - 4043
E-MAIL auditor(@fuse.net
53 PROJECT MANAGER Timothy Gilday
TITLE Planning & Design Engineer
STREET 138 E. Court Street
Room 700, CAB
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE (513)_946 - _4261
FAX (513)_946 - _4288
E-MAIL tim. gilday(@engineer. hamilton-co.org

Changes in Project Officials must be submitted in writing from the CEO.,



6.0 ATTACHMENTS/COMPLETENESS REVIEW:

Confirm in the blocks [ ] below that each item listed is attached.

1
ot

[X] A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a designated
official to sign and submit this application and execute contracts. This individual should sign under
7.0, Applicant Certification, below.

[X] A certification signed by the applicant’s chief financial officer stating all local share funds required
for the project will be available on or before the dates listed in the Project Schedule section. If the
application involves a request for loan (RLP or SCIP), a certification signed by the CFO which
identifies a specific revenue source for repaying the loan also must be attached. Both certifications
can be accomplished in the same letter.

[X] A registered professional engineer’s detailed cost estimate and useful life statement, as required in
164-1-13, 164-1-14, and 164-1-16 of the Ohio Administrative Code. Estimates shall contain an
engineer’s griginal seal or stamp and signature,

[ 1 A cooperation agreement (if the project involves more than one subdivision or district) which
identifies the fiscal and administrative responsibilities of each participant,

[ ] Projects which include new and expansion components and potentially affect productive farmland
should include a statement evaluating the potential impact. If there is a potential impact, the
Governor’s Executive Order 98-VII and the OPWC Farmland Preservation Review Advisory apply.

[ X] Capital Improvements Report: (Required by O.R.C. Chapter 164.06 on standard form)

[ X] Supporting Documentation: Materials such as additional project description, photographs, economic
impact (temporary and/or full time jobs likely to be created as a result of the project), accident
reports, impact on school zones, and other information to assist your district committee in ranking
your project. Be sure to include supplements which may be required by your focal District Public
Works Integrating Committee.

7.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

The undersigned certifies that: (1) he/she is legally authorized to request and aceept financial assistance from the
Ohio Public Works Commission; (2) to the best of his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are part of
this application are true and correct; (3) all official documents and commitments of the applicant that are part of
this application have heen duly authorized by the governing body of the applicant; and, (4) should the requested
financial assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project, the applicant will comply with all assurances
required by Ohio Law, including those involving Buy Ohio and prevailing wages.

Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in the application has NOT begun, and will
not begin until a Project Agreement on this project has been executed with the Ohio Public Works Commission.
Action to the contrary will result in termination of the sgreement and withdrawal of Ohie Public Works
Commission funding of the project.

William W, Brayshaw, P.E.. P.S., Hamilton County Engineer
Certifying Representative (Type or Print Name and Title)

My it W&mﬂo 24299

Signature/Date Signed




County of Hawilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.5. COUNTY ENGINEER
TR COUNTY ADMENISTRATION BLILDINAT
136 EAST COLURT S5TREET
CINCINNATIL GHIU 47202-4232

PHONE (513 9401250 FAN (5] 33 9364204

STATEMENT OF USEFUL LIFE

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative Code, | hereby certify that
the Harrison/Rybolt Intersection Improvement project will have a useful life of at least
25 years.

CONSTRUCTION CQOSTS:

The opinion of Project Construction Costs is based on current unit price experience
and is subject to adjustment upon completion of detailed plans and receipt of an
acceptable proposal by a qualified contractor.

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, PF., - P.S.
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER




PROJECT : HARRISON/RYBOLT INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT

ENG. EST.: 8805,000.00

REF. ITEM
NO.'  NO.
1 201
2 202
3 202
4 202
5 202
6 202
7 202
8 203
9 203
10 203
11 3o
12 404
13 451
14 482
i 603
16 604
17 604
18 604
19 605
20 609
21 514
2 &9
23 823
24 @
25 625
26 625
27 625
28 625
29 625
30 &35
31 &30
1z e
37 830
34 &30
35 630
B g3z
7 g2
38 e32
39 e32
40 B32
41 g3z
42 63
43 B3z
4 B3
45 832
46 &3
47 B3z
48 B3z
49 B32
50 g3z
51 32
52 B12
53 632
54 g32
55 &8z
56 832

DESCRIPTION

CLEARING 8 GRUBBING

RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS REMOVED

CONCRETE CURB REMOVED

CATCH BASINS REMOVED

PIPE REMOVED {300mm)

CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER REMOVED

CONCRETE DRIVE REMOVED

EXCAVATION NOT INCLUDING EMBANKMENT
EMBANKMENT

SUBGRADE COMPAGTION

BITUMINOUS AGGREGATE BASE {DRIVES)

ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20, AS PER PLAN (DRIVES)
PPCCP REINFORCED

PPCCP (DRIVES)

12" CONDUIT, TYPE B, 706.02, CLASS IV

CATCH BASIN, TYPE CB-3 W/VANE GRATES

MANHOLE, TYPE MH-3

MANHOLE ADJ. TO GRADE

SHALLOW PIPE UNDERDRAIN

CONCRETE CURB, TYPE 2A

MAINTAINING TRAFFIC

FIELD OFF|CE

CONSTRUCTION LAYOUT STAKES

CONDUIT, 5¥mm, 713.04

CONDUIT, 76mm, 713.04

CONDUIT JACKED OR DRILLED UNDER PAVEMENT, 768mm
TRENCH

CONDUIT RISER, 38mm

PULL BOX, 713.08, 457mm

GROUND ROD

SIGN SUPPORT ASSEMBLY, POLE MOUNTED

SIGN HANGER ASSEMELY, SPAN WIRE

SIGN HANGER ASSEMBLY, MAST ARM

SIGN, FLAT SHEET, TYPE G

OVERHEAD SIGN SUPPORT, TYPE TC-16.20M, DESIGN 4
VEHIGULAR SIGNAL HEAD, 3 SECTION, 12" LENS, 1 WAY
VEHICULAR SIGNAL HEAD, 3 SECTION, 12" LLENS, 2 WAY
LOOP DETECTOR

MESSENGER WIRE, 7 STRAND 6mm DIA. WIACCESSORIES
MESSENGER WIRE, 7 STRAND 8mm DIA. W/ACCESSORIES
MESSENGER WIRE, 7 STRAND 8mm DIA. WIACCESSORIES
SIGNAL CABLE, 5-CONDUCTOR, NO. 12 AWG

SIGNAL CABLE, 7-CONDUCTOR, NO. 12 AWG

SIGNAL CABLE, 9-CONDUCTOR, NO. 12 AWG

SIGNAL CABLE, 4-CONDUCTOR, NO. 10 AWG

POWER CABLE, 2-CONDLUCTOR, NO. 6§ AWG

LOOP DETECTOR LEAD IN CABLE

CABLE SUPPORT ASSEMBLY

SIGNAL STRAIN POLE, TYPE TC-81.10M, DESIGN §
SIGNAL STRAIN POLE, TYPE TC-81.10M, DESIGN 6
SIGNAL STRAIN POLE, TYPE TC-81.10M, DESIGN 7
SIGNAL SUPFPORT FOUNDATION

WORK PAD

STRAIN POLE FOUNDATION

POWER SERVICE

COVERING OF VEHICULAR SIGNAL HEAD

UNIT

R ERR PR PEesz==s=22z22z 00 R 20 PNz, G000 0=2882202288zzRzD¢

QUANT

-

273

B3
50

3345

483

187

3168

55.5

-

127
373

-

1
113
108

209

[ L

172
107
483
241
134
260

S0
B63

= a2 w

267

16

ENGINEER'S
ESTIMATLE

UNIT

25,000.00
5.00
2.00

500,00
16.00
10.00
20.00
15.00
15.00

2,50

150,00

140,00
60,00
75.00

140.00

1,600.00
2,000.00

750.00
20,00
£0,00

50,000,00

5,000.00
10,000.00
145.00
175.00
500.00
20,00
250,00
600,00
100.00
185.00
200,00
250,00
35.00
250,00
420.00
450.00
150.00
5.00
8.00
8.00
4.00
6.00
£.00
3.00
5.00
2,00
50.00
4,000.00
4,500.00
5,000.00
500.00
£00.00
500.00
800.00
25,00

TOTAL

$25,000.00
$215.00
$546.00
§2,000,00
$795.00
$500.00

" $160.00
$50,175.00
$7,485.00
$467.50
$300.00
$140.00
$189,540.00
$600.00
$7,770.00
$7,500,00
£2,000.00
$750.00
$2,540.00
$22,380.00
$50,000.00
$5,000.00
$10,000.00
$16,385.00
$19,075.00
$3,500.00
$4,180.00
$250.00
$3,600.00
$500.00
$185.00
$800.00
$750.00
$203.00
$250.00
5§5,040,00
$4900.00
$1,650.00
$490,00
$1,384.00
$866.00
$1,932,00
$1,205.00
$804.00
$780.00
$450.00
$1,706.00
$400,00
$12,000.00
$4,500.00
$20,000.00
$500.00
$1,335.00
$3,500.00
$800.00
$400,00



57
58
59
50
67
52
63
G4
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76

78
78

632
632
633
633
641
641
B41
641
841
841
641
641
641
€41
653
GEO
SPL
SPL
SPL
SPL
SPL
SPL
SPL

STRAIN FOLE REUSED
SIGN FLASHER ASSEMBLY, AS PER PLAN
CONCRETE FOR CABINET FOUNDATION
CONTROLLER, ACTUATED, 8 PHASE, SOLID STATE, AS PER PLAN
CENTERLINE, DOUBLE YELLOW

TRANSVERSE LINES, YELLOW

CHANNELIZING LINES, WHITE

STOP LINE, WHITE

LANE ARROWS, WHITE

WORD “ONLY" ON PAVEMENT, WHITE

EDGE LINE, YELLOW

EDGE LINE, WHITE

PAINTED ISLAND, YELLOW

DOTTED LINE

TOPSOIL FURNISHED & PLAGED

SODDING

RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS, 2 WAY YELLOW
RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS, 2 WAY RED/WHITE
RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS, 1 WAY YELLOW
PERFORMANCE BOND

AS BUILT STORM SEWER DRAWINGS
CONTINGENCIES

WATER WORKS ITEMS

22=2¢ZE5PP===3020C

EEE

Ls
LS
LS

14

0.23g
50
243
51

10

0.063
0.091

19

1,058

17
21

e S T SO |

500.00
500.00
500.00
20,000.00
600.00
6.00

6.00
35.00
100.00
100.00
500.00
500,00
100.00
50.00
£0.00
6.00
50.00
50.00
50.00
1,327.10
5,000.00
100,000.00
182,500.00

$500.00
$500.00
§700.00
$20,000.00
$143.40
$300.00
$1,458,00
51,785.00
%1,000.00
$600.00
$31.50
$45.50
$400.00

. $950,00
52,700.00
$6,336.00
$850.00
$1,050.00
$250.00
$1,327.10
$5,000.00
$100,000,00
$162,500.00

$805,000.00



Qovuty of Hamilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.5. COUNTY ENGINEER

T COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
135 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATL OHR) 43202-1232

PHIONE {3135 s 250 FAN (313) Sh- 28K

September 21, 1999

STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

Project: HARRISON/RYBOLT INTERSECTION IMPRCVEMENT

This is to certify that the sum of $241,500.00 is available as
the local matching funds in connection with the appiication for
State Capital Improvement Funds for the above mentioned project.

The source of the local match will be Road and Bridge Funds.
Local matching funds will be encumbered and certified upon
completion of the Project Agreement with the OChio Public Works
Commissicn.

Chief Executive Officer: ; ,// T
WILLIAM W. BRAYS ’ E/E."P.S.
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER

Chief Financial Officer: “
DUSTY RHODES
HAMTITLTON COUNTY AUDITOR
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, AUG 2 8 1396
RESQLUTION iMaGE D 7225

APPQINTING WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E., P.5., HAMILTON COQUNTY
ENGINEZR, AS CHIEF EX=CUTIVZ QFTICER OF HAMILTON COUNTY FQR
PURPOSES QF APPLYING FOR INFRASTRUCTURE FUMNDING

BY THE BQARD:

WHEREAS, the State Capitzl Improvement Program and Local Transportation
Impravement Program provide for infrastructure funding; and

t 2 Integrating Cammittese is accepting applications
for pro jects within Zamilton County, the State of Ohio; and

WHEREAS, Hamilton County is applying for infrastructure repair and
raplacement projscts; and
WHTREAS, +he Qhio Public Works Commission requires that a2 Chisz

Executive Qfficer be appointed;

NOW, TYEREFORE, BE IT RESQLVZID by the Boarxd cf County Commissioners of
on County, Ohio, that wWilliam W. Srayshaw be appointad to the position
iaf Executive Qfficer for the Political Subdivision of Hamilton County

or the purpose of applying for infrastructuxe funding and to execute such
agrasments with the Ohio Public Works Commission.

ADQPTED 2t a ragularly adjourned meeting oi the 3Board oi County
Commissioners of Hamilton County, Chie, this 28th day of August, 1996.
Mr. Z2edinghaus AYE Mz. Dowlin AYE _ Mr. Gucksnberger AYEZ

CEZIRTIFICATE OF CLERX

IT IS HEZRIBY CIRTITIZD that the forsgoing 1s a true and corrsct
transcript of & ressolution adovted by the Board of County Commissioners in
session the 28tn day of August, 15%6.

IN WITNZSS WEERTOF, I have hersunto set my hand and a2ffixed the Qfiiciz=l
Sezl of the 0ffices of the Board of County Commissioners of ZamiITomCouncy,
Ohio, this 28th day of August,

/@ /7 //,J_f/// /.v‘,: / PP P

qacuu __ne 1ioto, Cler!
Boa* ty Commissioners
/Ham tan County, GChia




Qounty of Hamilton

WILLIAM W, BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER

TORCOUNTY ADMINISTRATION DUTLIENG
1538 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATL OHIC 452021232

PEIONE (313 Wan4250 EAN(FI3) S4n-2Hs

CERTIFICATION OF TRAFFIC COUNT

As required by the District 2 Integrating Committee, I hereby
certify that the traffic counts herein attached to the
Harrison/Rybolt Intersection Improvement project application are a

true and accurate count done by the Hamilton County Engineer’s
OQffice, Traffic Division.

WILLIAM W. %RAYSHAW, %E— P.S.

HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER



¥illiam W, Brayshaw P.3.-P

8.

HARRYB74
00006000
06/16/%9

i

Weather Mostly Sunny & Hild Hamilton County Bngineer Study Name:
Counied By: A. Faulkmer Traffic Department Site Code :
Count Days: Wednesday & Thursday Ton Langenbrunner, Traffic Supervisor Start Date:
Township : Green Township Page
Vehicle group 1
HBarrison Road I-74 B Botrance Ramp  |Harrison Road Rybelt Road
From North Pron Bast From South From West
Start Intrvl.
Timg Left  Thru Right| teft Thru Right) Left Thru Right| left Thru Richti Tokal
Grp 1 1.430  L.430 1,430 1.430 1.430 1,430 1.430 1.430 1.430 1.430 1.430 1.430
06/16/99
06:00( 1317 5634 2105 { 0 ] 545 12504 1775 4340 1959 7395 (37574
{ Apr. 14.5 62,2 23.2 - - - 1.6 84.3  11.9 11.6 14,3 5.0 -
} Int. 3.5 14 5.6 - - - 1.4 11.2 4.7 11.5 5.2 13.6 -
Harrison Road
5634 16844
2185 1317
N
25986
| Rubolt Road
2658 < B6/L6/99
Py o
4340 )
16344 37574 sesy  —> 9651
1959
?3%5 ¢ /T\
I-74 E Entrance Ramp
N
27853
v 9 T p
13829 12564
545 1775
Hayxison Road

24 Hour Count Eactor = 1.43)

Harrison Road, Rybolt Road & I-74 East Entrance



s

: Mostly Sunny & Mild

//gégz;er .
/ counted By: A. Faulkner

Count Days: Wednesday & Thursday

Filliaa W. Brayshaw P.R.-P.S.

Hamilton County Bngineer
Traffic Department

Tom Langenbrunner, Traffic Superviser

Study Name: EARRYBT4
§ite Code : 00000000
Start Date: 06/16/99

Township : Greea Township Page i1
o Vehicle group 1
Barrison Read 1-74 B Bntrance Ramp  |Harrison Road Rybolt Road
From Korth Prom Bast From South From West
Start . Intryvl.
Time Left  Thru  Richt! Left  Thru Risht| Left  Thry Richt! Left _ Thru  Right| Total
06/16/99
06:00 921 3540 1472 ¢ t 0 18 8744 1241 3035 13176 171 26275
¥ Apr. 14.5 §2.2 23.2 - . - 1,6 84.3 11,9 31.6 14.1 53.% -
Y Int. 3.5 14.9 5.6 - - 1.4 3112 4.7 11.5 5.2 19.6] -
Harrison Road
3840 11779
1472 921
¢ 5 T
18112
Ruybolt Road
1853 < B6/16/99
A g6 Baan
3835 :
11429 263275 3532  —» 3332
137@ —7
5171 /T\
I-74 E Entrance Ramp
N
19477
v 9 T r
9111 g744
381 1241
Haprison Road

12 Hour Count

Harrison Road, Rybolt Road & 1I-74 East Entrance



e

< William W, Brayshaw P.R.-P.S.
qeather  : Yostly Sumny & Mild Hamilton County Bnginmeer Study Name: HARRYB74
counted By: A, Paulkaer Traffic Department Site Code : 00000000
Count Days: Wednesday & Thursday Ton Langenbrumner, Traffic Supervisor Start Date: 06/16/99
Township : Green Township Page 01
. Vehicle growp 1
Rarrison Road 1-74 § Bntrance Ramp  |Harrison Road Rybolt Road
Froa North Fron Rast From South From West
Start Intrvl,
Time teft  Thru Right! left  Thru Right| Left Thru Right] Left Thry Right| Total
06/16/99
06:00 20 13 i 0 0 0 0 107 24 51 51 13 1)
06:15 43 28 5 0 0 0 5 163 21 7 47 13 424
06:30 16 45 18 0 0 0 1 0 53 T 83 M} - 563
06:45 46 58 1] { 0 ] 4 221 33 86 59 68 580
Hour 145 142 44 0 0 0 10 6594 137 280 220 2081 1880
07:00 25 4b 17 0 0 0 8 201 42 &0 54 78 561
§7:15 29 39 24 0 0 0 2 317 52 88 63 19 655
07:30 15 55 25 0 0 0 5 286 29 87 45 11p 687
7:45 25 f2 18 0 0 0 12 218 BYi 40 53 99 608
Bour 114 212 i 0 0 D 27 874 169 365 215 66| 2509
0800 49 61 15 0 0 0 i} 216 25 B4 4§ 115 627
0815 27 58 13 0 0 0 5 173 28 68 35 74 447
08:30 21 54 10 0 0 0 3 162 30 n 47 36 497
0845 24 43 11 ] 0 0 3 157 12 53 39 103 465
Hour 121 216 5% 0 0 0 27 108 115 276 163 1881 2074
0900 13 52 17 i 0 0 10 124 29 65 21 82 419
09:15 21 49 18 0 0 0 1 142 27 52 23 11 416
§9:30 i 46 11 0 0 b 1 126 22 47 28 66 360
09:45 10 59 20 0 0 0 ] 113 19 52 22 82 378
Hour 51 206 3] 0 0 0 27 503 97 216 100 07 18N
10:00 ip 47 12 0 0 0 1 128 28 56 23 86 404
10:15 3 52 18 0 0 0 5 140 32 47 22 53 386
10:3¢0 14 52 ih| 0 0 0 n 119 1 48 28 16 365
10:45 0 61 18 0 0 0 13 147 21 54 21 83 428
Hour 45 212 58 0 0 0 45 534 i8 203 LE| 304 1583
13:00 2} 75 12 0 0 0 12 165 1 50 17 9 440
11:15 17 83 24 0 0 0 5 162 2 60 29 102 505
11:30 12 12 29 0 0 0 13 149 1% 52 17 95 455
11:45 14 B4 23 Ul 0 0 12 141 22 £9 14 9 472
Bour 13 314 B8 0 0 0 42 617 94 31 n 383 1812
12:00 16 L 20 0 0 0 11 151 22 41 24 78 451
12:15 21 B3 20 0 0 0 b 184 33 43 8 X! 501
12:30 21 99 29 0 0 0 b 178 28 19 23 108 531
12:45 16 92 25 0 0 0 1 139 24 41 22 105 4717
Rour 4 187 94 0 0 0 30 652 107 175 i 134 1960




/

Killiam ¥, Brayshaw P.E.-P.S.

HARRYB74
00000000
06/16/99

: 2

if;er : Mostly Sumny & Mild Hamilton County Bngineer Study Name:

stounted By: A. Faulkner Traffic Department Site Code :

Count Days: Wednesday & Thursday Tom Langenbrunner, Traffic Supervisor Stari Date:

Townghip. : Green Township Page
' ' : Vehicle group 1
Barrisen Road 1-74 % Bntrance Ramp |Harrison Road Rybolt Road
From North From Bast From South From West

Start Intrvl,

Time Left  Thru Rieht| TLeft Thry Right| Left Thru Right| ieft Thrn Right| Total

13:00 14 80 28 0 0 0 5 156 29 43 14 100] 463

13:15 22 74 20 0 { f 3 197 16 60 18 19 529

13:3¢0 16 100 20 0 0 0 g 147 3 57 28 124 524

13:45 15 80 23 0 0 g 1 161 14 80 18 111 509

Hour 67 1 ) 0 i g 24 661 13 220 18 434 2031

1400 12 L 32 D D 0 4 168 21 52 20 LH 501

14:15 12 7 42 0 0 0 11 1M 43 49 21 123 538

14:30 19 i 17 0 0 0 187 15 53 2] 115 551

14:45 20 100 45 0 0 ) 3 186 23 49 24 123 573

Hour 63 367 156 0 0 0 L 719 82 208 38 456 2163

i5:00 21 95 42 0 { i 1 182 14 64 20 124 511

15:15 11 104 55 0 0 0 7 185 10 59 18 151 620

15:30 21 110 52 0 0 § 5 2317 1 12 22 142 692

15:45 21 111 59 0 0 ] 11 163 18 80 20 175 £58

Hour bE 420 208 D 0 0 30 767 §] 275 80 594 2541

16:00 11 130 58 0 0 i 1 212 2 50 16 143 671

16:15 13 133 60 b bl 0 5 201 22 16 22 178 710

16:30 11 158 62 i 0 0 8 246 11 83 1 155 155

16:45 9 141 1] 0 ) ] 16 206 17 18 3 1711 733

Hour 44 562 245 0 0 0 40 885 n 287 90 B47( 287

17:00 14 150 54 ¢ 0 f 8 255 21 63 22 154 744

17:15 § 1517 g9 0 0 0 1 251 11 69 17 167 764

17:10 15 162 £4 0 0 0 15 269 21 91 15 187 841

17:45 10 129 92 g 2 i 13 255 17 74 27 192 815

Rour 52 598 219 0 § 0 55 1030 15 299 82 100 3170

Total 521 3940 1472 H d b 181 8744 1241 M35 1370 5171 26275

% Apr. 4.5 62,2 23.2 - - - B3 119 36 143 54§ -

¥ Int. 3.5 149 5.6 - - - 13.2 471 11.5 5.2 196 -




HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4e 08-20-159%59
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation

Streets: (E-W) I 74 EB RAMP/RYBLOT {N-8) HARRISON ROAD
‘Analyst: TBH File Name: RYBHARE.HCY
BArea Type: Other 9-20-%9% PM PK
Comment: EXISTING TRAFFIC AND EXISTING GEOMETRICS
Eastbound Westbound Northbhound Southbound
L T R L T R L T R L T R
Nao. Lanes o =1 1 0 0 0 1 2 =« 0 i 2 1
Volumes 299 g2 700 55 1030 75 52 5%g8 27¢%
Lane W {ft) 12.0 11.0 10.0 12.0 i1.0 12.0 13.0
RTOR Vols 0 0 0
Lost Time 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.0013.00 2.00 3.00
Signal Cperations

Pnase Combination 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
EB Leit # NE Left ®

Thru ® Thru *

Right * Right *

Peds Peds
WB Left 5B Left *

Thru Thru *

Right Right *

Peds Peds
NB Right EBE Right
SB Right WB Right
Gresn 32.0P Green 20.0PF
Yellow/2AR 4.0 Yellow/AR 4.0
Cycle Length: 60 secs Phase combination order: #1 #5

Intersection Performance Summary

Lane Group: Adj Ssat v/c g/C Approach:

Mvmt s Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS Delay 1085
EB LT 986 17822 0.429 0.550 6.2 B 15.6 cC

R 842 1531 0.924 0.550 20.8 C
NB L 122 348 0.501 0.350 14 .4 B 32.7 D

TR 1281 3688 0.998 0.350 33.6 D
SB L 120 343 0.483 0.350 14.0 B i2.4 B

T 1304 3728 0.535 0.350 12.2 B

R 573 1636 0.541 0.350 12.7 B

Intersection Delay = 21.1 sec/veh Intersection LOS = C

Lost Time/Cycle, L = 6.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.853



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4e 08-20-199%
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation

‘Streéts: (E-W) I 74 EB RAMP/RYBLOT (N-5) HAREISON ROAD
Analyst: TEH File Name: RYBHARE.HCS
Area Type: Other 9-20-5%9 PM PK
Comment: EXISTING TRAFFIC AND PROPOSED GEOMETRICS
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Scuthbound
L T R L T R L T R L T R
Nc. Lanes 1 i =<1 0 0 o 1 2 < 0 1 2 i
Volumes 2399 82 700 55 1030 75 52 588 279
Lane W (ft)|12.0 12.0 11.0 ig.0 12.0 1.0 12.0 13.0
RTOR Vols 0 Q 0
Lost Time 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00(3.00 3.00 3.00
Signal Operations

Phase Combinaticn 1 2 3 4 g 3 7 8
EB Left * NB Left *

Thru * Thru *

Right * Right ®

Peds Peds
WB Left SB Left *

Thru Thru *

Right Right *

Peds Peds
NB Right EB Right
SB Right WB Right
Green 30.0P Green 22 .0F
Yellow/AR 4.0 Yellow/AR 4.0
Cycle Length: 60 secs Phase combination order: #1 #5

Intersection Performance Summary

Lane Group: Adj Sat v/ec g/C Approach:

Mvmts Cap Flow Ratioc Ratio Delay LOS Delay LOS
EB L c14 1770 0.363 0.517 6.7 B 7.5 B

TR 848 ig4d £.510 0.517 T.7 B

R 721 i531 0.551 C.517 8.1 B
NB L 142 372 0.428 0.383 11.7 B 192.6 C

TR i414 3688 g.211 0.383 12.8 C
5B L 120 313 0.483 0.383 13.0 B 11.1 B

T 1428 3725 0.488 0.383 10.9 B

R 627 1636 0.424 0.383 11.2 =)

Intersection Delay = 13.1 sec/veh Intersection LOS = B

Lost Time/Cycle, L = 6.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.705



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4e 06-20-1999
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation

Streets: (E-W) I 74 EB RAMP/RYBLOT (N-5) HARRISON ROAD
- Analyst: TBH File Name: RYBHARIOQ.HC9
Area Type: Other $-20-89% PM PK
Comment: 10 YR PROJ TRAFFIC AND PROPOSED GEOMETRICS
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Souvthbound
L T R L T R L T R L T R
No. Lanes 1 1 <1 0 0 0 1 2 <0 1 2 1
Volumes 338 93 791 62 1184 a5 58 676 315
Lane W {(ft)|12.0 12.0 11.0 10.0 12.0 11.0 12.0 13.0
RTOR Vols 0 0 0
Lost Time 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00|2.00 2.00 3.00
Signal Operations
Phagse Combination 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8
EB Lerft * NE Left *
Thru * Thru *
Right * Right *
Peds Peds
WB Left SB Left *
Thru Thru *
Right Right *
Peds Peds
NB Right EB Right
SB Right WB Right
Green 28.0P Green 24 0P
Yellow/AR 4.0 Yellow/AR 2.0
Cycle Length: 60 secs Phase combination order: #1 #5
Intersection Performance Summary
Lane Group: Adij Sat v/c g/C Approach:
Mvmts Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS Delay LOS
EB L 855 1770 0.4490 0.483 8.0 B 2.5 B
TR 754 1642 0.617 0.483 9.7 B
R 740 1531 0.665 0.483 10.86 B
NB L 131 213 0.528% 0.417 13.1 B 21.7 C
TR 1537 jega 0.948 0.417 22.1 C
58 L 126 288 6.550 0.417 14.0 B 19.4 B
T 1552 3725 0.508 0.417 10.1 B
R 6582 1636 0.513 0.417 i0.4 B
Intersection Delay = 14.3 sec/veh Intersection LOS = B

|_I

Lost Time/Cycle, L = 6.0 sec Critical v/c{x) = 0.798



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTICN SUMMARY Version 2.4e 09-20-1999
Center For Microccmputers In Transportation

- dtreets: (E-W) I 74 EB RAMP/RYBLOT (N-8) HARRISON ROAD
Analyst: TBH File Name: RYBHAR20.HCS
Area Type: Other 9-20-99 PM PK
Comment: 20 YR PRQJ TRAFFIC AND PROPOSED GEOMETRICSE
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbkound
L T R L T R L T R L T R
No. Lanes 1 1 <« 1 0 0 0 1 2 =« 0 1 2 1
Volumes 377 103 882 £9 12398 25 66 753 352
lLane W (ft)|12.0 12.0 11.0 10.0 12.0 11.0 12.0 13.0
RTOR Vols 0 0 0
Lost Time 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00(3.00 2.Q0 3.00
Signal Operations
Phase Combination 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 g
EE Left * NE Left *
Thru * Thru *
Right * Right  *
Peds Peds
WB Left SB Left *
Thru Thru *
Right Right *
Peds Peds
NE Right EE Right
S8  Right WE Right
Green 26 .0P Green 26.0P
Yellow/AR 4.0 Yellow/AR 4.0
Cycle Length: &0 secs Phase combination order: #1 #5
Intersecticon Performance Summary
Lane Group: adj Sat v/c g/c Approach:
Mvmts Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS Delay LOS
EB L 756 1770 0.526 0.450 5.6 B 12.9 B
TR 739 1642 0.738 0.450 13.0 B
R 689 1531 0.787 0.450 15.3 C
NB L 120 258 0.642 0.450 17.1% C 25.0 C
TR 1659 3887 0.578% 0.450 25.4 N
5B L 120 267 0.808 0.450 15.4 C 9.7 B
T 1676 3725 0.524 0.450 9.3 B
R 7386 1636 0.531 0.450 5.7 B
Intersection Delay = 16.5 sec/veh Intersection LOS = C
Lost Time/Cycle, L = 6.0 sec Critical v/c(x) = 0.388



Ailllalk A, Cigydlad L.a, D.d.

cher : Mostly Sunmy & Mild Familton County Bngimeer Study Hame: EARRYBM
.ounted By: A, Faulkner Traffic Department Site Code : 80000000
{ount Days: Wednesday & Thursday Ton Langenbrunner, Traffic Supervisor Start Date: 06/16/99
Tovaship : Green Township Page 14
Vebicle group 1
|Barrison Road 1-74 B Batrance Ramp |Nerrison Rozd Rybolt Road
From Horth From Bast From South Prom West
Start Intrvl,
Time Left  Thry_ Rieht] left Thru Right] Teft Thra  Rioht{ Left  Thra  Right! Total
Pek Hour Analysis By Zntire Intersection for the Period: 12:00 on 06/16/3% to 17:45 on 06/16/93
Time 17:00 17:00 17:00
Vol. LY/ 598 279 0 i 0 55 1030 15 299 B2 700
Pet. 5.5 643 30.0 A 0.0 .0 4.7 BRI 6.4 27.6 1.5 847
Total 929 0 1160 1081
Eigh | 17:30 17:10 17:30
Yol. 15 162 b4 0 0 0 15 269 20 93 16 187
Total 241 0 304 296
pa? 0.963 0.000 0.953 0.513
Harrison Road
598 1329
279 52
d [ b7
2258
Rybolt Road
33a < g6/ 16799
: @9y
299 A B5:45pm
. lais 3170 299  —» 289
82 —7
780 U /]\\
I-74 E Entrance Ramp
N
2458
v 9 1 r
1298 1838
53 75
Haryison Road

Harrison Road, Rybolt Road & 1-74 East Entrance

P.M. PEAK HOUR



b
e T

" Weather
counted By: A. Paulkaer

count Days: Wednesday & Thurséay

: Hostly Suany & NWild

William H. Brayshav P.B.-P.S.
Bamilton County Bngineer

T

raffic Department

Tom Langenbrunmer, Traffic Superviser

Study Name: HARRYB74
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date: 06/16/99

Township : Green Towsship Page 01
- .o Vehicle group 1
Rarrison Road I-74 B Bntrance Ramp |Harrison Road Rybolt Road
From Horth From Rast From Soeth From West
Start Intrvl,
Timp Left  Thry Rioht| Left  Thra Richt| Left  Thre Richt| lLeft  Thru  Riaht! Totzl
Grp 1 1,430 1,430 1.430  1.430 1.430 1.430 1,430 1.430 1.430  1.430 1.430 1.430
06/16/98
06:01 1317 5634 2105 0 ] ] 54y 12504 1775 4340 1859 7398 37574
¥ Apr. 14.5 62.2 13,2 - - - 3.5 84.3 11.9 11,8 14.3 5.0 - -
t Int. 3.5 14,9 5.6 - - 1.4 13,2 4.7 11.5 5.2 19.% -
Harrison Road
5634 16844
2185 1317
AN
25980
IRobolt Road
2658 < B6/16/99
o g g
a34g '
. le3aa 37574 5@51  —> 9651
iss9 —F
7395 L /[\
1-74 E Entrance Rawp
N
27853
y 9 T p
13829 12504
545 1775
Harrison Road

24 Hour Count Facor = 1.13)

Harrison Road, Rybolt Road & 1-74 East Entrance
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TRAFFIC BACKUP AT RYBOLT & HARRISON AVENUE FACING SOQUTH
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RYBOLT ROAD FACING NORTH AT I-74 EXIT RAMP



ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Program Year 2000 {July 1, 2000 through June 30, 2001), jurisdictions shall provide the
following support information to help determine which projects will be funded. Information
_ an thjs form must be accurate, and where called for, based on sound engineering principles.
Documentation to substantiate the individual items may be required by the Support Staff if
information does not appear to be accurate.

1) What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded?
For bridges, submit a copy of the current State form BR-86.

Closed Poor X
Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present facility such as:
inadequate load capacity (bridge); surface type and width; number of lanes; structural
condition; substandard design elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight
distances, drainage structures, or inadequate service capacity. If known, give the
approximate age of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

The existing asphalt pavement is rutted, has alligator cracking, and potholes develop during
the winter months. The existing asphait pavement also has shoving from vehicles stopping
at the intersection, which is at the bottom of a hill. With an ADT of 37,574, this intersection
backs up during moming and evening rush hours beyond the intersection of Ryboit Road
and the exit ramp from east-bound |-74.  The additional lane will help to alleviate the
situation.

2) If State Capital Improvement Program funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or
months) after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC (tentatively set for July 1,
2000) would the project be under contract? The Support Staff will be reviewing status
reports of previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a particular jurisdiction's
anticipated project schedule.

5 weeks@ (Circle one)

Are preliminary plans or engineering completed? (Yes/No

Are detailed construction plans completed? o

Are all right-of-way and easements acquired?* Yes N

*Please answer the following if applicable:

No. of parcels needed for project: __ Of these, how many are Takes c_,
Temporary ___, Permanent _0

On a separate sheet, explain the status of the ROW acquisition process of this project
for any parcels not yet acquired.

Are all utility coordination’s completed? Yes @\IIA

Give an estimate of time, in w OT months, to complete any item above not yet
completed. _3  weekg/month
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3)

4)

5)

How will the proposed project affect the general health and safety of the service area?
(Typical examples may include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, heaith hazards, user benefits, commerce,
and highway capacity.) Please be specific and provide documentation if necessary to

substantiate the data.

This project will help with the safety of the service area with the addition of a right tum lane
and with a wider lane width that meets current standards. Safety will be improved by
upgrading to current standards and by providing more capacity with the addition of a fum

lane and signal modifications.

What types of funds and what percent of the project cost are to be utilized for
matching funds for this project ?

Federal % oDOT % Local X 30 %
MRF % OWDA ‘ % CDBG %
Other %

Note: If MRF funds are being used for matching funds, the MRF application must have
been filed by August 6, 1999 for this project with the Hamiiton County Engineer's
Office.

Has any formai action by a federal, state, or local government agency resulted in a
ban of the use or expansion of use for the invoived infrastructure? (Typical examples
include weight limits, truck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance of
building permits.) A copy of the approved legislation must be submitted with the
application. THE BAN MUST HAVE BEEN CAUSED BY A
STRUCTURAL/OPERATIONAL PROBLEM TO BE VALID.

Complete Ban Other Ban

(specify)
No Ban X

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed?

Yes No

— e——
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6)

7)

8}

9)

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a result of the proposed
project?

ADT = 37,574 X 1.20 = _45088 users/day

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily Traffic by 1.20.
For public transit, submit documentation substantiating the count. Where the facility
currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use documented traffic counts
prior to the restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other
related facilities, multiply the number of households in the service area by 4.

Has the jurisdiction prioritized PY 2000 applications from one through five? (See
attached sheet to list projects.)

Yes X No

Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of the infrastructure to be
replaced, repaired, or expanded.

Rybolt Road is a north-south artery in Green Township. It connects Harrison Pike to Taylor Road, and
is a direct connecior to I-74. Hamison Avenue is classified as a major arterial on the Hamilton County
Thoroughfare Plan and has a maijor regional impact. The operation of the subject intersection _has a

direct impact on |-74.

For roadway betterment projects, provide the existing and proposed Level of Service
(LOS) of the facility using the methodology outlined within AASHTO'S "Geometric
Design of Highways and Streets” and the 1985 Highway Capacity Manuat.

Existing LOS Proposed LOS

If the proposed LOS is not "C" or better, explain why LOS "C" cannot be achieved.
(Attach separate sheets if necessary.)

How will the proposed project alleviate serious fraffic problems or hazards?

The existing geometrics and signalized traffic control provide an LOS of C as demonstrated with the
capacity analysis. The construction of an additional approach lane on Rybolt Road would improve the
LOS to B. The 10 vear projected traffic volumes with_proposed improvements will provide an LOS of
B. The 20 year projected traffic volumes with proposed improvemenis wiil provide and LOS of C.
The projected traffic volumes are based on the population growth as anticipated in the Hamilton
County Commission approved Western Hamilton County Collaborative Plan (WHCCP). The subject
proposed impravement is located within the limits of the WHCCP. The population is expected to grow
from 141,000 (1990) to 196,000 (2020) or 39% over 30 years. The annual growth rate is expected to
the 1.3%. Therefore, a 10 vear qrowth factor of 1.13 and a 20 vear growth factor of 1.26 was used for
traffic projections.
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10)

11)

12)

Will the proposed project generate user fees or assessments?

Yes No X

If yes, what user fees and/or assessments will be utilized?

How will the proposed project enhance economic growth? (Please be specific)

What fees, levies or taxes pertains to the proposed project? (Note: ltem must be
related to the type of infrastructure applied for. Example: a road improvement
project may not count fees to water customers for points, or vice-versa)

—License plate fees
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ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

PRIORITY LIST OF PROJECTS

PROGRAM YEAR 2000
ROUND 14

Name of Jurisdiction;  Hamilton County

Please supply the Integrating Committee a listing, in order of priority, of all projects
applied for in this round of funding. A maximum of five projects may be listed for the
purpose of assigning priority.

Priority Name of Project (as listed on the application)

1 Clough/Wolfangel Intersection Improvement

2 Harrison/Rybolt_intersection Improvement

3 Harrison/Wesselman/Johnson Intersection Improvement
4 Wyoming Avenue Bridge

5 Banning/Hanley Intersection Improvement

Page 3



SCIF/LTIP PROGRAM
ROUND 14 - PROGRAM YEAR 2000
PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA
JULY 1, 2000 TO JUNE 30, 2001

NAME OF APPLICANT: 7/7451;64 /L 7o) [a} S T

NAME OF PROJECT: ,%,4%22/_9 ot [ Cysorr Tigs

SCIP LTIP 28]
FIELD SCORE: _Z7 7 FIELD SCORE:__7*
APPEAL SCORE: 5 APPEAL SCORE:__ 2O
FINAL SCORE: _ 20 FINAL SCORE: _ZE5T 20 |
NOTE: See the attached “Addendum To The Rating System” for definitions,
explanations and clarifications to each of the criterion points of this rating
system.
1) What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure that is to be replaced or repaired?
25 - Faileq ~ F EBAELS ALl FE - SclP 4{ x 5 =

23 - Critical = FHrHBONAYD 4 po o) LADAS
20 - Very Poor < 5207, L g pens siay) T 5 1= 75

17 - Poor ASETF L s
15 - Moderately Poor ity LA SAHED ek T fé@/é’f ﬁ’/ﬂ//&g‘ Jﬁ/

10 - Moderately Fair < 2% e jos L jIdire 7 /o) AL /ﬁf;//ﬁ—(_f 55 5/.%&

5 -Fair Condition 2% 252wy, oyp zﬁ{{/7
0 - Good or Better

2) How important is the project to the safety of the Public and the citizens of the District and!or service
area? o s .o /gg,;%gz,évr ey /Wf A LT DA TS S AL TIE T
o Ry s, e AEASALE = 22 T T S EAEE o= ol
25 - Highly significant :mportance SCIP. i@:fg‘ X = 4’@’ ‘shouine
20 - Considerably significant lmportance hd

/
@-Moderate importance M/A/ﬁ/ %’Z’(/f/g// LTIR ﬁ;x L4 = ﬁﬂw(}/\

N importance il /4 fy 920 Genseal safely peeblem weded =100
- pact /72, o)1
o’ i 7. _;p&z/ws op dats 4o fack o=
3) How imponrtant is the project to the heaith of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service
area?
25 - Highly significant importance sce [ x 4= _ (7
20 - Considerably significant importance
15 - Moderate importance LTIP _C2 X a = (2
10 - Minimal importance
0 - No measurable impact
4) Does the project help meet the infrastructure repair and replacement needs of the applying jurisdiction?
Note: Jurisdiction's priority listing (part of the Additional Support Informatian) must be filed with application(s).
25 - First priority project solp  ALD X 3 = ﬁ )
20 - Second priority project
15 Third priority project e 20 X 1 =_20

10 - Fourth priority project
$ - Fifth priority project or lower



5

g

7}

8)

9)

10}

Will the completed project generate user fees or assessments?

scp. _ /7 x5 = SP

10 - No
0-Yes LTIP [2 X 0 =_p0
‘Economic Growth — How the completed project will enhance economic growth (See definitions).
10 — The project will directly secure significant new employers SCIP ( 2 X 0 = &2
7 - The project will directly secure new employers
5 — The project will secure new employers LTIP () x a4 =_4F
3 — The project will permit more development -
@ — The project will not impact development Naﬁmj C/l/é'(l/
Matching Funds - LOCAL
10 - This project is a loan or credit enhancement SCIP {3' X 5 = E@
10 — 50% or higher
8 — 40% to 49,99% LTIP GLox 1= __ &
6 — 30% to 39.99% ‘
4 — 20% to 29.99%
2-10% te 19.99%
0 — Less than 10%
Matching Funds - OTHER
10 - 50% or higher scip _ [ x2 =_/
8 — 40% to 49.99%
6 — 30% to 39.99% LTie _ /2 X_5 =_ {7

4 — 20% to 29.99%
2 ~10% to 19.99%
1-1% to 9.99%

0 - Less than 1%

Will the project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards or respond to the future level of service
needs of the district? (See Addendum for definitions) ﬂ,-ﬂ/ Lﬂgj tff

1L A N
10.- Project design is for future demand. /M ﬂﬂ;/y’dﬂ”ﬂImSCIP /Z\ﬁx_p_= (2 6)

A
8/- Project design is for partial future demand. %gﬁ /,ﬂ,;d_

7 ‘
- Project design is for current demand. 0@; LTIP /Z)ﬁ X _10 =ﬁ'§o—5“ lm}

4 - Project design is for minimal increase in capacity. s . . S7S

2 - Project design is for no increase in capacity. Hess /‘74/.._—"‘7_:{ B

L SE L EE LT 4%5&‘3775’4/

A oy TP AT
Ability to Proceed - If SCIP/LTIP funds are granted, when would the construction
contract be awarded? (See Addendum concerning delinquent projects)

scp Y X5 =_ A5

25

5 - Will be under contract by December 31, 2000 and no delinquent projects in Rounds 11 & 12

/
LTIP. .55 X_5_

3 - Will be under contract by March 31, 2001 and/or one delinquent project in Rounds 11 & 12

0 - Will not be under contract by March 31, 2001 and/or more than one delinguent project in Rounds 11 & 12

a2
R



11)

12)

13)

14}

15)

Does the infrastructure have regional impact? Consider origination and destination of traffic, functional
classifications, size of service area, number of jurisdictions served, etc. (See Addendum for definitions)

10 - Major impact SCIP, ZO_ x0 =_0
8-,
6 - Moderate impact e _JA x1 = _/JO
4-

2 - Minimal or no impact

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

8 Points
6 Points LTIP_
4 Points
2 Points

10 Points SCIP 6 x 2 = /2
b xo

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resulted in a partial or complete
ban of the usage or expansion of the usage for the inveived infrastructure?

N

10 - Compiete ban, faciiity closed SCIF ) X 2
3 — 80% reduction in legal load or 4 wheeled vehicles oniy
7 — Moratorium on future development, not functioning for current demand
& — 80% reduction in legal load
5 - Moraterium on future development, funictioning for current demand
4 — 40% reduction in legal load
2 - 20% reduction in legal load LTIE _ﬂ__ X 2
0 — Less than 20% reduction in legal load

—0

What is the total number of existing daily users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

10 - 16,000 or more scp /D x2 = __ RO
8 - 12,000 to 15,999
& - 8,000 to 11,999 e /D x5 =_ S0
4 - 4,000 to 7,999
2 - 3,999 and under

Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license piate fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or
dedicated tax for the pertinent infrastructure? (Provide certification of which fees have been enacted.)

5 - Two or more of the above SCIP 3 x & = L
3 - One of the abave /
0 - None of the above LTIP = x 8 = _/5




ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM

General Statement
Paints awarded for all items will be based on engineering experience, field verification, appiication information and other
information supplied by the applicant, which is deemed to be relevant hy the Support Staff. The examples listed below

are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a given project.

Criterion 1 - Condition

Condition is based on the amount of deterioration that is field verified or documented exclusive of capacity,
serviceability, or health and safety issues. Condition is rated only on the facility being repaired or abandoned.
{Documentation may include: ODOT BR86 reponts, pavement management condition reports, televised underground
system reporis, age inventory reperts, mainienance records, etc., and will only be considered if included in the original
application.)

Note:

Definitions:

Failed Condition - requires complete reconstruction where no part of the existing facility is salvageable. (E.g.
Roads: complete reconstruction of roadway, curbs and base; Bridges; complete removal and replacement of
bridge; Underground: removal and replacement of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants:
completely non functioning and replacement parts are unavailable.)

Critical Condition - requires moderate or partial reconstruction to maintain integrity. (E.g. Reads: reconstruction
of roadway/curbs can be saved; Bridges: removal and replacement of hridge with abutment modification;
Underground: removal and repiacement of part of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants: some
non-functioning, others obsolete and replacement parts are unavailabie.)

Very Poar Condition - requires extensive rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: extensive full depth,
partial depth and curb repair of a roadway with a structural overlay; Bridges: superstruciure replacement;
Underground: repair of joints and/or minor replacement of pipe sections; Hydrants: non-functioning and
replacement parts are availahie.)

Poor Candition - requires standard rehabilitation to maintain integrity (E.g. Roads: moderate full depth, partial
depth and curb repair to a roadway with no structural overay needed or structural overlay with minor repairs to a
roadway needed; Bridges: extensive patching of substructure and replacement of deck; Underground: insituform
or ather in ground repairs; Hydrants: functional, but leaking and replacement parts are unavailable.

Moderstely Poor Condition - requires minor rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: minor full depth,
partial depth or curb repairs to a roadway with either a thin overlay or no overlay needed; Bridges: major
structural patching and/or major deck repair; Hydrants: functional and replacement parts are avaiiable.)
Moderately Fair Condijtion - requires extensive maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: thin or no
overlay with extensive crack sealing, minor partial depth and/or shlurry or rejuvenation; Bridges: minor structural
patching, deck repair, erosion control.)

Fair Condition - requires routine maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: slurry seal, rejuvenation or
routine crack sealing to the roadway; Bridges: minor structural patching.)

Good or Better Condition - little to no maintenance requirad to maintain integrity.

If the infrastructure is in "good" or better condition, it will NOT be considered for SCIF/LTIP funding uniess it is an
expansion Project that will improve serviceability.

Criterion 2 — Safety

MNoie:

Definitions:

The design of the project is intended to reduce existing accident rate, promote safer conditions, and reduce the
danger of risk, liability or injury (e.g. widening existing roadway lanes to standard widths, adding lanes to a
roadway or bridge to increase capacity or alleviate congestion, replacing non functioning hydrants, increasing
capacity to a water system, etc. (Documentation required.)

Examples listed above are not a complete list, but only a small sampiing of situations that may be relevant to a
given project. Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.



Criterion 3 — Heaith

Definitions:

The design of the project will improve the overall condition of the facility so as to reduce or eliminate potential for
disease, or correct concems regarding the environmental health of the area (e.g. Improving or adding storm
drainage or sanitary facilities, replacing lead jointed water lines, etc.)

Note: Examples listed above are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of sftuations that may be relevant to a
given project. Each project is [ooked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.

Criterion 4 — Jurisdiction’s Priority Listing
The jurisdiction sfiall submit a listing in priority order of the projects for which it is applying. Points will be awarded on
the basis of most to [east importance. The form is included in the Additional Support Information.

Criterion 5 — Generate Fees
Wil the local jurisdiction assess fees for the usage of the facility or its products once the project is completed (example:
rates for water or sewer). The applying jurisdiction must submit documentation.

Criterion 6 — Economic Growth

Will the completed project enhance economic growth and/or development in the service area?

Definitions:

Directly secure significant _new employers: The project is specifically designed to secure a paiticuiar
development/employer(s), which will add at least 100 or more new empioyees. The applicant agency must supply
specific details of the development, the employer(s), and number of new permanent employees.

Directly secure new employers; The project is specifically designed to secure development/emplayers, which will add
at least 50 new permanent employees. The applying agency must supply detaiis of the development and the type and
number of new permanent employees.

Secure new employers: The project is specifically designed to secure development/employers, which will add 10 or
more new permanent employees. The applying agency must submit details.

Permit maore deyvejopment: The project is designed to permit additional business development, The applicant must
supply details.

The project will not impact development: The project will have no impact on business development.

Criterion 7 — Matching Funds - Locai
The percentage of matching funds which come directly from the budget of the applying local govermnment.

Criterion 8 ~ Matching Funds - Other
The percentage of matching funds that come directly from outside funding sources.

Criterion 9 — Alleviate Traffic Problems

The jurisdiction shall provide a narrative, along with pertinent support documentation, describing the existing deficiencies
and showing how congestion or hazards will be reduced or eliminated and how service will be improved to mest the
needs of any expected growth or development. A formal capacity analysis accompanying the application wauld be
beneficial. Projecied traffic or demand should be calculated as follows:

Existing users x design year factor = projected users

Design Year Design vear factor

Urban Suburban Rurai
20 1.40 1.70 1.60
10 1.20 1.35 1.30

Definitions:

Future demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service
for twenty-year projected demand or fully developed area conditions. Justification musi be supptied if the area is already
largely developed or undevelopable and thus the projection {actors used deviate from the above table.

—ig=



Criterion 9 — Alleviate Traffic Problems - continued

Partial future demand —~ Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or
service forten-year projected demand or partially developed area conditions. Justification must be supplied if the area is
already largely developed or undevelopable and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above table,

Current demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service
only for existing demand and conditions.

Minimal increase — Project will reduce but not eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide a minimai
but less than sufficient increase in existing capacity or service for existing demand and conditions.

No _increase — Project will have no effect on existing congestion or deficiencies and provide ne increase in capacity or
service for existing demand and conditions.

Criterion 10 - Ability to Proceed _
The Support Staff will assign paints based on engineering experience and OPWC defined delinquent projects. A project
is considered delinquent when it has not received a notice to proceed within the time stated on the original application
and no time extension has been granted by the OPWC. A jurisdiction receiving approval for a project and subsequently
canceling the same after the bid date on the application may be considered as having a delingquent project.

Criterion 11 - Regional Impact
Definitions:

Major Impact - Roads: major multi-jurisdictional route, primary feed route to an Interstate, Federal Aid Primary
routes,

Moderate Impact - Roads: principal thoroughfares, Federal Aid Urban routes

Minimal / No Impact - Roads: cul-de-sacs, subdivision streets

Criterion 12 — Economic Health
The jurisdiction’s economic health is predetermined by the District 2 Integrating Committee. The economic health of a
jurisdiction may pericdically be adjusted when census and other budgetary data are updated.

Criterion 13 - Ban

The jurisdiction shall provide documentaticn to show that a facility ban or moratorium has been placed. The ban or
maratorium must have been caused by a structural or operationai problem. Points will only be awarded if the end result
of the project will cause the ban to be lifted.,

Criterion 14 - Users

The applying jurisdiction shall provide documentation. Appropriate documentation may include current traffic counts,
households served, when converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit users are permitted to be counted for
the roads and bridges, but only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Criterion 15 — Fees, Levies, Etc.
The applying jurisdiction shall pravide documentation to show which fees, levies or taxes is dedicated toward the type of
infrastructure being applied for.



